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land tenure system and the abolition of iltizam, the peasants remained attached to the land. Under iltizam, the land was theoretically owned by the state but was made over to tax farmers for the collection of its revenues. Furthermore, the creation of the first land register and distribution of two million feddans (1 feddan = 1.038 acres) among the military leaders, ruling family, bedouin, and former tax farmers hastened the disintegration of the tributary mode of production from within. Thus, the main structural change was a shift from the more or less decentralized mode of appropriation of taxes/tributes during the Mamluk's reign to Muhammad 'Ali's centralized government, which sought to improve agricultural production (especially cotton) for export to the ready European markets from 1821 onward. This meant that employment opportunities in the primary sector were sufficient to absorb the rural work force, which was still tied to the land by traditional bonds. On the other hand, production of cash crops for export enhanced the growth of port cities like Alexandria, which served as the main port for foreign trade. In fact, Alexandria's growth was one of the main reasons for Egypt's increase in urban population. The diversion of long-distance trade routes from the Mediterranean to the Atlantic bypassed many inland cities. At the same time, concentration of trade activities in Alexandria marked the beginning of a new era of dependent economic relations between Egypt and the European market. For instance, Rosetta, once the main port of foreign trade in the western Delta, suffered from its commercial activities being transferred to Alexandria. Furthermore, the growth of Damietta (the only port in the eastern Delta) was impeded by a substantial decrease in the regional trade between Egypt, Greece, and Syria (Baer 1969:137-38) .
Second, Muhammad 'Ali's industrialization schemes partially contributed to an increase in the urban population. By importing machinery and technicians, and training and recruiting indigenous skilled workers, Muhammad 'Ali tried to carry out a program of "forced industrialization." This is praised by some scholars, like Amin (1978) , who acknowledge the imported nature of technology but at the same time argue that this technology was quickly assimilated by young Egyptians. Others, however, are skeptical about the nature of this industrialization due to a limited use of power-driven machines, lack of raw material and fuel, lack of an adequate local market, and absence of entrepreneurial and technical resources (Owen 1981:72) . On the other hand, Issawi (1963:23-24) argues that Muhammad CAli's main interest was in building a modern army to safeguard his position and influence.
Despite the fact that factories were dispersed all over the country and in conjunction with rural communities, there were a few towns with a greater concentration of industries among which Alexandria (glass, ropes, military plants, and arsenal), Rosetta (rice milling, and leather), Cairo (military factories, iron, paper, cotton textiles, and edible oils), and Bulaq (cotton textiles, woolen fabrics, printing, and armaments), seemed to have the highest share in industrial production and employment (Mabro and Radwan 1976:13-16 Mabro and Radwan (1976:16) argue, "the labor force in factories including arsenals and other military establishments has probably never exceeded 60-70 thousand workers, i.e., some 6 to 7 percent of total employment."
The 1850-1880 period witnessed a structural transformation of Egyptian socioeconomic relations that prepared the country for her gradual integration into the world capitalist system by producing cotton as a commodity for consumption in the world capitalist market. First, following Muhammad 'Ali's efforts for reforms in the structure of land ownership, the 1850-1880 period witnessed the removal of restrictions on private ownership of land; the right to sell and mortgage land; and authorization of foreigners to acquire land in Egypt. This coincided with a rapid intensification of the cultivation of cotton (under Isma'il Pasha, 1863-1879) in order to supply the English textile factories deprived of raw materials by the American Civil War. Thus the cotton output rose from 501,000 qantars in 1860 to 3,124,000 qantars in 1879, which is an indication of Egypt's increasing involvement in a "one-crop" economy. Consequently, the cultivated area increased from 4,160,000 feddans in 1862 to 4,743,000 in 1877.5 This was followed by a considerable increase in Egypt's foreign trade value between 1805 and 1880 (LE 1.5 million in 1805, compared to LE 22 million in 1880), with cotton becoming the major export commodity (about 71 percent of the total value of exports in 1880).
Second, transportation and communication networks were impressively improved and expanded in the 1850-1880 period. By 1877, there were 1,519 kilometers of standard-gauge railways and 13,500 kilometers of irrigation canals, many of them navigable throughout the year. The construction and consequent opening of the Suez Canal in 1869 increased Egypt's link to the outside world and channeled a vast flow of international traffic through the country (Issawi 1963:18-31; Abdel-Malek 1968:6-9). During the thirty years between Muhammad 'Ali's death and the beginning of British rule in Egypt, a substantial investment of funds was devoted to public works. According to Crouchley (1936:16; 1938:117) , during Isma'il Pasha's reign alone (1863-1878) about LE 40 million were spent in improvement of the infrastructure such as railways, the Suez Canal, the Nile canals, ports, etc.
A high proportion of these expenditures came from foreign investment and loans often on highly unfavorable terms. Barbour (1972:45) puts the borrowed money for the 1862-1873 period at about LE 68,500,000. This was followed by the strengthening of the financial link that bound Egypt to the world capitalist system. According to Crouchley (1936:29-37 ), a spectacular growth of banking activity started in the 1850s. By 1877 eight banks provided telegraph exchange in Paris and London and two foreign mortgage banks were opened in 1880.
Despite the fact that during the 1850-1880 period there was an increase in the rate of Egypt's total population growth, the overall rate of urban population growth declined (see Table 1 ).6 Interestingly, Cairo and Alexandria seem to have lower growth rates as compared to that of total population, an indication of World System and Urbanization in Egypt 29 decline in immigration rates to these cities from other areas. The "urban" centers that had a higher growth rate than that of the overall population fall into two categories: (1) the provincial towns of Mansura, Damanhour, Shibn Al-Kawn, and Girga (with average annual growth rates of 2.8, 2.5, 3.6, and 1.9 percent, respectively); and (2) the port city of Suez (2.6 percent) for the period of 1846-1882. These changes are attributable to the following factors.
First, the digging of the Suez Canal and its opening in 1869 affected the port city of Suez. The establishment of foreign commercial agencies and the influx of foreigners into Suez accompanied by construction activities (either for building the Suez dockyard or other urban developments) more than doubled that town's population between 1846 and 1882 (from 4,160 to 10,559). The newly established city of Port Said also benefited from the trade activity because of the Canal and, by 1882, had over 16,000 inhabitants. Alexandria, however, enjoyed its supremacy, remaining the center for foreign trade (imports and exports) even if its growth rate had slowed compared to the 1821-1846 period.
Second, it is important to take into account the immigration trend from Europe to Egypt that greatly affected city growth. According to HeyworthDunne (1938:343), the total number of foreigners in Egypt rose from 3,000 in 1836 to well over 68,000 in 1878, and were mostly concentrated in Cairo, Alexandria, and Port Said.
Third, there was a great improvement in transport, which in turn helped some of the provincial towns to flourish. For example, the connection of Mansura in 1855 and Tanta in 1856 to the railway network came about primarily because of the importance of cotton production for export to the European markets.
Thus, Mansura became one of the important market towns for the sales of cotton, wool, rice, and oil seed in lower Egypt, and Tanta was known as the principal market for a vast area of cotton plantations.7 This was the beginning of a trend in which provincial towns gained some prominence as the exportoriented economy expanded its network of transport and communications for siphoning off the cotton production. However, during the 1846-1882 period, the growth of provincial towns had little impact upon the overall rate of urbanization in Egypt. According to Baer (1969:140) , this was due to the fact that the absolute number of their population remained quite low and most of them remained in the neighborhood of thirty thousand. 
Spatial Manifestation of British Colonialism in Egypt
One of the dominant and common features of colonial domination is the concentration of commercial, administrative, and political institutions in a few localities for the purpose of reducing the costs of running the colony. Egypt was no exception and Cairo became the center of the British colonial administration. The growing need for numerous services attracted rural immigrants into Cairo. In addition, the number of government officials, servants, building and transport workers, petty traders, and members of similar occupations rose considerably. As a result, during the 1882-1897 period Cairo had an average annual growth rate of 12.6 percent, as compared to 1.4 percent for total population.
Furthermore, the efficient handling of the exporting of raw materials requires an adequate system of internal transport to channel the product to an exportation center. Expansion of the railway system during the second half of the century fulfilled the objective of efficient export handling and the concentration of export and import activities in a few port cities, particularly Alexandria, expedited channeling of the product to a center. With its efficient infrastructure, Alexandria did not grow as significantly as Cairo, but nevertheless remained the most important port. At the same time, Port Said and Suez had a considerable growth during the 1882-1897 period (3.2 and 6.2 percent, respectively). They owed their growth mainly to the Canal, which made them the principal fueling station on the Europe-Asia route. The excessive rate of growth for Port Said and Suez stemmed from the fact that one of the main reasons for the British occupation was to use Egypt as the stepping stone on the road to India, thus securing the Canal way. Another distinct pattern of urbanization was the growth of provincial towns with an average rate twice that of total population (see Table 1 ). Thus Tanta, Damanhur, Zaqaziq, Mallawi, and Qena had average annual growth rates of 3.5, 3.3, 3.9, 2.4, and 3 percent, respectively. There are several reasons for the increase in urban population. First, by legalizing the private ownership of tax-exempt land (1883) and of land under cultivation (1891), the last barriers for the recognition of full private property were removed. Gradually, the proportion of mulk (land held as private property) increased from one-seventh of the total area in the 1850s to one-third in the 1890s. Finally, the kharaj land subject to tax/tribute was fully assimilated to private property (Baer 1969:85) . During this period, Egypt witnessed the increasing polarization of two classes of landholders with unequal access to the means of production: a tiny class of large landholders and an increasing number of small landowners owning less than five feddans (see Table 2 ).
As is shown in abolition of slavery, laid the grounds for the emergence of a new class of wageearner peasants.8 Second, during the 1882-1890 period the production of cotton did not increase significantly and thus the volume of Egyptian cotton exports remained almost the same (see Table 3 ). This may have contributed to an increase in the rate of rural-urban migration and, hence, in urban population. What makes this ruralurban migration problematic is the British colonial administration's policy of blocking any serious attempt at industrial development and production of those commodities that were being manufactured in British factories (especially the textiles). The large landowning class also did not have any interest in investing in industries.9 However, the isolated attempts at industrial activities during the 1882-1900 period were concentrated either in Cairo or Alexandria.10 Finally, British colonialism brought with it a new wave of immigrants, mostly of European origin, who came to Egypt either as functionaries of colonial administration or as speculators, taking advantage of the new social relations. Of course, most of the foreign population was concentrated in Cairo, Alexandria, Port Said, and Suez.
This increase in the rate of urban population, however, was short lived and by the end of the nineteenth century, Egypt witnessed a reversal of urban growth. That is, while Cairo, Alexandria and other port cities, and most of the provincial centers were stagnating, only a few towns (specifically those of the Middle Egypt) had a sizable growth (see Table 1 ). Baer attributes this to a tremendous development of agriculture, particularly the cultivation of cotton. This was due to improvements in agricultural technology and a shift from three-year to two-year crop rotation, which was labor intensive and created employment opportunities in the countryside.1' Thus, as is shown in Table 3 , the volume of Egyptian cotton exports rose from 3,203,000 qantars in 1890 to 6,997,000 in 1907 and 7,369,000 in 1914.
Furthermore, in the absence of industrial development, many branches of local crafts that had previously flourished succumbed to European competition and the influx of European goods, which were subject to minimum import duties. Therefore, as a result of the British colonial policies, the guild system under which Egyptian artisans and merchants functioned was eliminated at the turn of this century. In his 1905 report, Cromer (British Consul General, 1883-1907) pictured the balance sheet of this policy:
The difference is apparent to any man whose recollection goes back some ten or fifteen years. Some quarters of Cairo that formerly used to be veritable centers of varied industries-spinning, weaving, ribbon making, dyeing, tent making, embroidery, shoe making, jewelry making, spice grinding, copper work, the manufacture of bottles out of animal skins, saddlery, locksmithing in wood and metal, etc. Thus, Nasser's "socialism" was nothing more than state capitalism, and as such was an attempt to concentrate and direct investment toward nonagricultural capitalist production. This was at a time when multinational corporations were consolidating their power to invest in industries geared to the internal markets of peripheral societies (Evans 1979) . At any rate, Egypt offers an example of a periphery in which for almost twenty years (1952-1972) the MNCs played no significant role. Instead, Egypt's alliance with the Soviet Union based on the latter's doctrine of a "noncapitalist path for development" severed her ties with the West.
The Effects of the Egyptian Revolution on Urbanization
Abu-Lughod (1965a:315-22) argues that the most critical problem of contemporary Egypt is "overconcentration of population in relatively few cities," rather than "overurbanization per se." She further claims that what appeared to be overurbanization is nothing but the reclassification of many rural settlements that exceeded the 20,000 threshold as urban. Based on this argument, by redefining "urban" as a place with at least 20,000 inhabitants with densities greater than 1,500 persons per square kilometer, and having no more than one third of its labor force engaged in agriculture, she concludes that Egypt is "less urbanized" as compared to the official classification. Abu-Lughod's concept of "overconcentration of population" in urban areas becomes important in analyzing the process of peripheral urbanization. But whether Egypt has less or more urban population, or to consider the mass movement to the cities as "necessary" and "inevitable" (Abu-Lughod 1965a:315) is of no help in understanding the process. What is important are the trends and patterns of urban growth and/or decline related to the socioeconomic factors and historical events in order to understand the underlying reasons for this massive rural-to-urban migration.
In order to understand the unusual growth rates for the port cities of lower Egypt, one has to look at their importance for Egypt's foreign trade. For instance, Alexandria was the most important port for the export of rice and cotton. It also accounted for 66 percent of the volume and 81 percent of the value of imports in the 1952-1956 period. Port Said and Suez accounted for the majority of the remaining import volume and value for Egypt in this period. Thus, almost 100 percent of Egypt's imports passed through these three ports (Issawi 1963:210) .
In general, the fluctuations of urban growth rates as compared to total population growth in different periods have to be related to structural changes in the economy of the Egyptian social formation. For example, a comparison of the growth rates for the 1937-1947 and 1947-1960 periods reveals the fact that while in the earlier period both provincial towns and lower Egypt urban centers had a considerable growth, in the later period there was a general slowdown of urban growth, although lower Egypt urban centers (especially Cairo and Alexandria) continued to grow faster than other urban centers (see Table 4 ). As a comparison of data for 1952 (pre-Reform) and 1961 demonstrates, this can be attributed to the consequences of land reform: that is, an increase in the number of medium and small landowners in rural Egypt (see Table 5 Table 4 and that of the 1960-1966 period in Table 6 supports 
CONCLUSION
It is my contention that urbanization is not an autonomous process but a part of socioeconomic and political changes in a historical setting. By placing Egypt within the context of the world capitalist economy, peripheral urbanization has to be analyzed through an examination of the interaction between internal and external forces of change. Based on historical documentation, it is possible to sketch the urbanization pattern in Egypt since 1800.
During the first period (1800-1882) the growth of towns and concentration of population was a reflection of Egypt's increasing importance for the exportation of raw materials to the European markets. The growth of port cities (mainly Alexandria) and stagnation of provincial centers was the spatial manifestation of a disintegrating precapitalist mode of production and the introduction of an export-oriented economy. Even Cairo, as the center of political and economic administration, was a stagnating city. Improvements in communications and transportation networks and intensification of cotton cultivation during the period from 1850 to 1880, however, did contribute to the growth of provincial "inland" cities (as centers for regional distribution/ administration). Furthermore, the overall low rate of urban growth compared to that of population also suggests that the growth of inland cities such as Tanta and Mansura was the result of interurban and not rural-urban migration.
The second period (1882-1952) provides yet a different picture of urban growth in Egypt. That is, while the export-oriented nature of the economy continued to stimulate growth in the main port cities, the emphasis of the colonial administration on the reorganization of a bankrupt agricultural economy led to internal expansion, which in turn boosted the growth of provincial towns. Moreover, Cairo owed its sudden and rapid growth during the 1882-1897 period to the replacement of a weak precapitalist central government with a strong centralized colonial administration. Disintegration of precapitalist agrarian economy and introduction of private property and capitalist relations into the Egyptian economy led to peasants' detachment from the land. Thus the overall higher growth rates of major urban centers compared to that of total population can be attributed to rural-urban migration as a result of the above structural changes.
Finally, the socioeconomic changes following the Free Officers' coup in 1952 to some extent fly in the face of the arguments made by the Dependency school.
